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"ANATOMY 


| DF. Ganden's 1dolized Non-ſence and Blaſphemy, 
IN 


His pretended Analy/is of the Covenant. 


>> Orthe the bercer underſtanding of this bufineſs» 
2 the Readers both of that Baok and this, mult 
 know,Thar the late Long Parliament, (I mean, 
both che honourable Houſes) drew up » took) 
and ordered others to take , two ſeveral Cove- 
Pear rants, In oneyear. The firſt was taken in or 
WY about the beginning of Fxne 1643, entiruled, 
SYS) The Vow ond Covenant appointed by the: Lords See more 
and Commons aſſembled in Parliament , to be ta- CORY 
hen by every man, in the Cities of London, Weſtminſter, and the Suburbs ,\\;. ook, 
and Liberties thereof » and throughout the whole Kingdom. The other 
was that Solemn League and Covenant, which the ſame Parliament, the 
Commiſſioners of the Kingdom and Church of Scotland , and the 4/> 
ſembly of Divines, took at Weſtminſter, the 1 1 day of September, in the 
ſame year, and appointed ir to be taken by both Kingdoms. 
Now, you are to take norice, that it 1s onely the laſt (the far berter 
of the two). which this affeed Maſter of Words , (and of little elſe, | 
for onghr appe: rs by this and ſundry other things by him written f ) + Wirnefs 
hath oppoſed, inſtead of explaining ; and, againtt which, he hath lately his tears, 
thrown out among his deluded Admirers, a new flatulent Piece (as « mgmt 
ter did his Log among the Frogs) which he calleth,. Analyſis , or, ofEngland: 
The looſing of $t. Peters bands, ſetting forth the true ſenſe (if you will His Sermon 
| believe him) and ſolztion (that is, the diſſolution, if he can effeR it) of at Pauls,as 
the Covenant, ſo far as it relates to the Government of the Church by Epiſ* prh paper 
copacy. To which Tirle of his (as an inlr to his Diſcourſe, as well as © B 
watrantie for the Tzlc) he hath ſubjoyned part of Acis 16. 26. The __ 
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The Anatomy | 
foundations of the priſon were ſhaken,gthe doors opened,and every ones bands 
were looſed, Thus he rehearſeth that Tex. 

Before I fall ro unripping of that Paſquil it ſelf , T muſt a lirtle 
conſider the Title of it, in which he preſenreth us witha piece of his | 
Non-ſenſe ; 1f not Blaſphemy, to boot, Non ſenſe , firli : For » what 
Oeaipus can untiddle thoſe firſt words in it, (The looſing of St,Peter*s 
bands ) ſo as (according to his undertaking) ro make ſenſe of them ? 
Was St, Peter bound in this Covenant ? Or, did he impoſe it upon 0- 
thers ? If neither , why doth this Wordy Door call his Book , The 
looſing of St. Peter's bands ? 1f this be not his meaning , what ſenſe 
can there be of thar his vapouring flouriſh ? 

And why'Sr. Peter's bands ? Oh, he hath a Text for it, A&,16,26, 
as ye (aw bur now. But», inalledging ir, he will rather pare off parr 
of Gods own words , (which run thus, The foundations of the priſon 
were ſhaken, and immediately all the doors were opened, &c. ) than nor 
carry on his own affeHed Cadencies in his tile. But this 1s but one 
of his Peccadillo's, IG 

Now, what intendeth he, by this looſing of St, Peter's bands ; and 
by that, in A&s 16.26? Herells you: The ſetting forth the trae ſenſe 
aud ſolution of the Covenant, &c. by Fohn Gauden, D. D. Very good. 
Itis then Fobn Gauden that hath looſed St. Peter's bands , that hath 
ſhakentbe foundations of the priſon,opened all the doors, and looſed everyones 
bands that were inir. If this be nor Blaſphemy, (as he applies it)then, 
O moſt glorious Fobn! Why do not his zealous Adorers ſay of himas 
ſomettnes theBarbarians of Paul, That be is a God? Why ſend they not 
for one of the Prieſts of Jwpiter (1 will not ſay, ſone old, high Epiſ- 
&opalian) to bring Oxen and Garlauds , to ſacrifice unto bim , with the 
people £ 

How beit5xzc ſodes, Door, Was it Sr. Peter indeed , that' was 1n 
Priſon ? Were they bi bands that you have logſed ? 1 verily were 
they, by your telling, And therefore, though the Text be far from 
ſaying any ſuch matrer , yet if Door Fobn Gauden ſay it, it muſt he 
believed withour g2in-ſaying, though he prove ic not, Nevertheleſs, 
if we may he ſobold ,. as roconſult the verſe next going before , we 
mighr {if we durtt) tell himzthat we find onely Paxl and S:las ; but no 
St, Peter there : unleſs he will fay (which he may as well ſay, as what 
he doth ; for,it 1s nor his manner to prove ought) that Paxl and Sas 
1s Greek for St, Peter 5 and St.Peter is Engliſh for Paul and Silas; and 
ſo, they are all one. 

Bar perhaps St. Petey (in this mans intention) denotes his Succefſors 
at Rome ; with whom this chiricahle DoRor profeſſerh (elſewhere *) 


&e. of the a deſire to hold not onely all inward , but all aGual Communion in 


Church of - 
Englands 
lag. 314 


Dotrines and Duties of Faith and Worſhip agreeable 10 the Word of God, 
(as if thac Romiih Crew performed any ſuch Duties, without ſo much 
mixrure 


of the Title. 7 —— 4 
mixture of will-worſhip and ſuperſtition , as hath nor,from the fame 
Word of God , procureda ſtrait charge.ro all Gods people. to come 
ext of her, not ſo muchin regard of placegas Commnmon, which 18-doo- 
med as a partaking of her ſins.) And, if this be bis meaning, his Cha= Rey,1s, 4. 
rity hath ſo fac tranſported him, as rolooſen what God hath laid on 
thoſe prerended Succeflors, and all their Loczjts , by upholding Com+ 
munion With Popery, Which rhe Covenant engagzth all rgiextirpate, IF 
this be his meaning, ler him ſpeak our, M2428 131105 

If he mean otherwiſe , he is groſly miſtaken. Indeed, we find Sr, 
Petey to be caſt into Priſon at Hieruſalem , by Herod , where he had 
chains put upon bis bands, At. 12. which , by means of the inceflanc 
prayers of the Church to God for himzan Angel went and #nlooſed z open- 
edthe priſon doors, and ſo broughr him our. ' But, good Siry were 
you that Angel ? If ſo, let your Title ſtand. 1 will have nofurther 
difference with you abour ir, 

But, Paul and Silas, whoſe impriſonment 18 mentioned in your al- 
_ edged Text, AG&.16. were impriſoned at Phzlippz , far diltant from St. 
Peters priſon. And even there , we read of no bands upon them, 
but onely that their feet were made faſt in the ſtocks. And , for ought 
appears, they were not out of the [tocks, when the bands of every one 
elſe were looſed : but they continued therein » till che Faylor nimſelt 
came in, and took them thence. Burt, be that ſo, or ſo ; we will nor 
contend abour ir. 

Whoſe bands then were looſed ? The bands of the Fay! birds, who 
had been caſt in before : namely, Thieres, and perhaps» !/zzrderers, and 
other Roges and MalefaGors : for they are the uſu'l Guelis in ſuch 
places. Now, if any ſuch have taken the Solemn League and Cove- 
aant, and are thererpon troubled in Conſcience, fo as not to dare to 
ſer up the old Hierarchy2gain, with ſone ſinall refining, ler them re- 
pair to Dr. Fn to looſe them of that band ; and he will coir. Bur, 
for the greater encouragement of ſuch men and orhers that are for 
that Lordly Epiſcopacys and would gladly read his Book, tobe {att-fi- 
ed in Conſcience therein, I could wiſh the Title mig:t be alteredsand 
put into the words of Martiz Mar-prclate, in anſwer to Dr. F. Bridges 
that had pleaded for ſuch Biſhops and rtheic Trinkersz (on-ly changes 
ing the Name) that the Title of the Book might run thus : 


O read Dr. John Gauden, for it is a worthy Works 


Which, how worthy it is, we ſhall now farther enquire, by looking 
into the Book it ſelf. In proſecution whereof , I ſhall induſtriouſly 
avoid the waſte of ſo much time, and p?per, 2s would be taken only 
up in purſuing all his our-leaps and extravagancies; and uſe all Areas 
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The. firſt Propoſition 
brevity in opening ſome of che ptineipsl onely: for the undeceiving of 


”  AAs3, ro, ſuch as dote upon this 7s #by*6, of great one» a8 If he were the great 


power of God, ; 

The main ſcope of my preſencendeavour 1s this : namely, to make 
it manifeſt, that this Do&or, under pretence of giving that ſober ſenſe 
of the Covenant, whereof be belicveth it to be capable before God, before 
all good Chriſtians, and in a mans own well=informed Conſcience, (Which 
he promiſeth, pag. 3,4+and todo it With freedom from paſſion and pre- 
judice (pag. 5.) he direRly labourerh to decrys vilifie, and blaſpheme 
the Covenant it ſelf, and to make it odious, as that which was finfully 
rakenar firſt, and of neceſſity to be calt off, and abhorred by all chat 
have entredinro it. For more diſtinct proceeding therein,I ſhall en» 
deavour to make out theſe four Propofitions, 


T1. That he himſelf doth admit the Ceutnant, to be, tn ſome 
ſerſe, lanful and good. 

2. That, therein, all ſober Chriſtzans, who underſiand them- 
ſelues, agree with him. | 

3. That all this notwithſtanding, he endeavours to viltfie, make 
0104, and to deſtroy the Covenant it ſelf. 

4. That, maugreall his calumnies, and malicious aſperſions, 
the Covenant, (ecenas tothe poizit of extirpating that hierarchical 
Prelacy lately laid aſides) is to be conſtantly and conſcientiouſly ob- 
ſerved aid kept, tn the right ſenſe thereof, by all that have taken it, 
as they will avoid deftr ugion here, and damnation hereafter, 


I. PROPOSITION. 


That the Defor himſelf doth admit the Covenant to te, 1, ſome 
ſer ſ-, lawjul and good. 
CY 


Ls 1s own words before alledge1 (where he ſaith he hath cn- 

H deavoured to give that ſober ſenſe of the Covenant, whereof be 
believeth it to be only capable before.God, before all good Chriſtians, and in 
2 mans own well-informed Conſcience )is evidence enough (againſt him, 


| at leaſt,) that the Covenant #s lawful andgood. How elle could he 


oive a ſober ſenſe of 1t , which he believes would hold water , before 
God, all good men, and a well informed Conſcience ? 

2. Hetells us (pag. 14.)1bat be will look, upon the Covenant (with 
the beſt afpeft, conſidered in Conſcience) inthe ſofteſt ſenſe that can be 
made of it ; namely, as a voluntary Vow, or Religious Bond, by ſome ſpon- 


taneorſly taken, in order to declare their ſenſe of duty to Ged, the K ings 
£ -* the 


ou the Ana my. 


the Church, their Country, and the reformed Religion, to make themſelves 
more ſtriftly ſenſible of the ſacred and civil obligations reſpeftively due to 

them, that ſo they might he more ready to diſcharge them in their places 

and callings, &C. (And 1s nor this haid.ead good ? ) He after 

addeth, that be believeth that very few took 3t in any ſenſe, againſt Primi- 

tive, Reformed, and Regular Epiſcopacy, ſo reduced to an efficacious con- 

juntiion with Presbytery, as th: moſt reverend Primate of Armagh propoſed 

in bis Redudtion of Epiſcopacy. Now, if ſuch a RedudGion be neceſſary 

the Covenant in this ſenſe cannot be xnlawful, but good. 

3. Inpag. the 20. he ſaith, The moſt ftrict and ſevere Covenantey can- 
not but be ſatisfied and abſolved in point of Conſcience, if firſt he hath and 
ftill doth, in bis place and calling, ſeaſonably adviſe, humbly petition, and 
lawfully endeavour to reform what is truely amiſi in the Church -Govern- 
ment by Biſhops. Secondly, If be uſe the like means to reſtore andpre- 
ſerve what be finds good and uſeful in Epiſcopacy..—— They then that 
donot thus» cannot be ſatisfied or abſolved in point of Conſcience: there- 
fore to do this, by vertue of the Covenant, is laroful and good. 

4+ In his voluminous Book of Tears and Sighs, &c. pag, 448. he 
reckons up ſundry evils, defes and dangers incident to Epiſcopacys as 
namely, pride, ambition, ſecular height, and idle pomp, a ſupercilious de« 
ſpiciency and Lordly Tyrannizing over other Miniſters, and the flocks of 
Chriſt under their infpefion ; arrog ating a power to do all things imperi- 
ouſly, and alone, without any regard either to that charitable ſatisfaGion 
which was antiently given to Chriſtian people ; or, to that fraternal Coun 
ſel and concurrence which might and ought in reaſon ts be had, from 
- learned and grave Pregbyters, 8c, Is not all this enough to prove 
from his own Pen, That ſuch a Covenant, for extirpating ſuch an Epiſ- 
copacy, is lawfully and good ? 

Indeed, he would (in the ſame breath) fain extenuate this his un- 
ripping of the lare Hierarchy, by ſaying, that tbis ariſeth not from the 
fun&tion or imployment, but from the perſons of Biſhops, (Which he b ings 
In, by a parentheſis: _) but, when he had undzreaken to enumerate the 
evils, defe&s and dangers incident to Epiſcopacy it ſelf, of late ih uſe, 
How can theſe be ſeparared from that Funttion * AndFthey ariſe 


from the perſons of Biſhops 3 do th2y not ariſe from the imployment of 


Epiſcopacy ? for, how elle could they be incident to Epiſcopacy ? Thar 
parenthefis then, is but a piece of contraditory non-ſenſe, which can 
no way infringe the inference I have here made of ir;to confirmsfrom 
the Author himſelf, the firſt point here rndercaken. 
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"The ſecond. Propoſition 
1.-PROPSITION; 


Herein all ſober Chriſtiazs who underitand themſel ues, agree with 
htm * 


E 1s pleaſed indeed, (pag.6.) from Sir L.B.(at whoſe motion *, he 

4 wrote and publiſhed thac pamphlet) to ſay, th2r Sir L, B. (a fir 
Patron for ſuch a Pro&or) told him, that many ſober and honeſt men, 
are by their once taking the Covenant, ſo ſcared from all complyings with 
any Church-government, under any name of Biſhops, or notion of Epiſco pae 
cy, never ſo reformed and regulated « that they fear, by looking back to the _ 
Primitive; Catbolique, and Univerſal Government of this, and all other 
antient Churches, to be turned into pillars of Apoſtacy, as Lots wife was, 
zrito a pillar of Salt, 

Ifthz Knight rold him fo, 1n theſe words,we muſt needs gdmire the 
metamorphnſs of a Cutler turned Knight, that hath arrived already ar 
{uch beards of good words: and flocks of figures : and, that he, who here «+ 
rofore took the Covenant, and prerended to be a zealous propugner 
of it, and of all that had taken 1r, ſhould now, (in hope to ger into 
ſome place to help maintain his Knighthood) leave all thoſe of his for- 
mer party, and run overto ſuch a flaſhy Advocate for Epiſcopacy, and 
a moital enemy to all Covenanters, to afloyle the doubts of ſober honeſt 
men that had entred into thar Covenant. 

But, if that Knight did fo inform him, 1t1s be doubred, whether he 
did it, for want of 19gnorance,or of ſtedfaſtneſi in that Covenant of God, 
and ont of a defire of procuting{by that his ſtory ro the DoRor, and 
hi: mot?on for his reſolution of this buſineſs, 772 point of Conſczence ) (ome 
plauſible Apology for his own intended Xpoſtacy, However he did 
it, let that K. rake this to him as the forerunner of thar reward which 
he mult exſpe& from that God whoſe Covenant he hath thus occaii- 
oned ro be deſpiſed, Thar all the reproaches and blaſphemies that are. 
or ſhall be belched out againſt the Covenant, (occafioned by reading 
that ſcurrilons Sztyre of Dr. Fobn Gander ) will one day be purtrothe 
account of Sir L, B, as the principal occa{ion of 1t, and inſtizator to 
it; if God give him not timely repentance, and ſtop the current of 
thoſe railine Shimei's, whoare glad of rhis opportunity ro ſer their 
motths againſt heaven , and to let their tongues walk through the 


og a : Ge 
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Bur, to leare this digreſhon. I come to make good the ſecond 
points Which Ienlirge rhus ; Th.4t the admitting of ſome Church-go- 
rermmrs, under the name of Biſſ-ops, reformed and regulated according to 
the Primitive Catholicue and Apoſtolicue Iaſtitutions for the Government 
of this Church. is not og ain't, but very conſ ſtent with, and agreeable to the 

| late 


? 12 of the Hnatopty v2.1, YT, "16 
Late Solemn;League and Covenant, and ihe true intention of it, allowable 
by God and all good men 1hat rightly underſtand themſelves and the Cove- 
nants And, thus far, they contur with the. Noor, . 
To make this our. b:ietly, rake.noticer., 1. 
1: That the Covenant, Art,24,a8tothispotut, runs thos: That we 
ſpall fincerely, really,,and conan, (tbrough the-grace of. God. ),\endea-, 
vour the ez:tirpation of Pcpery. and. Prelacy (that.is, Church gaverument 
by Archbiſhops , Biſhops, their Chancellors and Commiſſaries, Deans, 
Deans and Chapters, Archdeacons and all other Eccleſiaſtical Officers 
depending on that, Hierarchy, ) Superſtition, Hereſie, Schiſm, Prophaneſs, 
and whatſoerer ſhall be found contrary 19 ſound DoGrine and the poryer.of 
godlineſf ; leſt. we partake 1n other mens ſ'ns, and. thereby.be 1n danger to 
receive of their plagues ; and, that the Lord may be one, and his name 
one in the thrce Kingdoms. "7 
This expreſfly relates to the. PreJacy or Epiſcopacy then 1n being 
and.uſe in England (which was far from pA Fi and Primitive, as 
this DoQor, 1n his words before:cired our of his Book of:Tears, &c. 
hath clearely confeſſed :) and to the exti;pating of whatſoever in ic 
ſavoured of Swperſtition, Tyranny, Schiſm, Prophaneſs, $infulneſs, or was 
otherwiſe contrary to ſound Dofirine , or the power of godlinefl, If 
there be aty other Epiſcopacyz truly Apoſtolique and Primitive, free 
from all theſe.evils, and agreeable t9ſound Datirine, and the power of 
godlineſt, lt is ſo for from the ſenſe and intention of this Covenant, ta 
extirpate ity that it plainly incluges rather a binding of all Covenin- 
tersto endeavours by all lawful and fit ways 21d means, toprocure it. 
2. Thar herein, by the DoCtors own allegations, all ſober boneſt 
men that rightly underſtand themſelves, and the true meaning of the Cove- 
aant, concur with bim, EE os 
Himſelf ſairh; (pag. 22.) that the Covenant is no-way in Conſcience to 
be ſtretched againſt a right and regular Epiſcopacy, no more than Phyſique 
given to cure a diſeaſe, ſhould like unmortified Quick filver , be applyed 
to ki!l the man. And this, he knows, was the ſeu/e of the moſt learned 
men in the Aſſembly, And this, (he ſaith, pag,2 3.) He bath often beard « 11,1 1, 
Mr. Marſhal *, and others aff rni (who bad a great hand in penning. and put him in 
promoting the Covenant ) and they owned it to ſome Foraign Divines, mad, that 
That the Covenant ws levelled at ihe (D2iporicun, Tyrannicum regj- be, 
men) mſ- government, not the Government by Epiſcopacy. 5 > a, 
To which, he addes, Thi zs at preſent, the ſenſe and bapes of the moſt nanr,which 
le irned and godly Presbyterians whom Thave lately fohen with in Londoy be naw. © 
ant elſerbere, &c. And a little after, he beſcecheth God, that by bis MT r- 100 v lite 
ieſties piety and wiſdom, ( all thoſe materials which were good in that an © 
tientynoble, and venerable fabrickh of Emijcopacy ) may be ſpeedi!y an1 
reſolutely ſetled in its beſt conſtitution « wherein, t9 tabe connſe!, is Kinz- 
ly, and Chriſtin, ; : 
D Duc 


þ 
> 


OLI > EEE om a > 0 ren A pats mags = 


EN, err er er rr rr re en i OOCOOSOCO"—_ 


ll 
[| 


ce Tears, 


of thoſe, who with bimfſelf, 


The ſecond Propoſition 
But whereas, he there (pag 2.3.) ſaith; rhat rhis was alſo the ſetiſe 


C ad as much right to fit among them (that is, 
in the Aſſembly) as anv others, but were not permitted, either by popular 


fattion andtumult, or by other Joufings and reaſons of State ; which took, 


care to exclude vr deter all the excellent Biſhops of the Chnrch, and the 
moſt able. of Epijc al Divines, for fear there ſhould bave been any jſt plea 
for moderate Epiſcopacy, againſt the then Magiſtry of Presbytery : To this 
I mult give this Anſwer : 

1. That Iwillingly accept of that part of this ſpeech, that this 

(ro wit, what was before by him ſpoken, and by me alleged, touching 

the right Epiſcopacy ) was the ſenſe of himſelf, and of thoſe thar by his 
relling,had right 20 fit in the Aſſembly,to make out my preſent aſſertion 
of the concxrrence of able men herein. 

2. That which he here affirmeth-either of himſelf, or any others 
having right to fit in the Aſſembly of Divines called by Ordinance of 
both Houſes of Parliament, dated Fmne 1 2. 1543s that they were not 
permitted, either by popular faftion and tumult, or by other ſhufflings, &c« 
ro fit, 8c. 18a vety great ſlander, For, 

I, Touching himſelf, who (not now only,but hererofore) hath com- 
plained thar he having as much right to ſit among the Divines in the 
Aſſembly as any others, was not permitted to fir there. Ifhe mean 
that be bad as mach right as any others, who were not at all choſen ro fir 
there, I 2dmir whar he ſ:irh, ro be rrue. Bur, if he intend to infinn- 
ate that he was choſen, and yet not permitted to fit» this is a loud un- 
truth; for he being then (as I remember) Parſon of the Deanry of Bocks 
ing in Eſſex (which albeit ir be reputed to be worth 4 or 5001. per ans 
yet he, to his ſhame, ard the litrle honour of thoſe char imploy hims 
15 non-refident from ir, and preacherh at the Temple : ) was not choſen 
to de one of the Aſſembly. For , in Eſſex were choſen Mr. Stephen 
Marfhal of Finchingfield, Mr, Obadiah Sedgwick, then of Cogſhal, and 
Mr. Matthew Newcomen of Dedbam, Burt this Doctor was choſen 
richer there, nor any where elſe, as by the Ordinance ir ſelfis obvi- 
ou: tO every eye that will peruſe.ic. And had it been otherwiſe, he 

had nor been permitted, (as I can tell him in his ear) to have been ab- 
ſent from the 4ſſembly. 
And why ſhould he ſo much complain , and bewayle his ot being 
permitted to fit in that Aſſembly, which he ſo much vilifieth , and call- 
eth, A ſifted Sequatiow Aſſemblyc; a Scot-Engliſh Aſſembly which 


&c p.212, were as the grand Tnqueſt, the Promoters or Apparitors to the Long Parlia- 
d Pag-334- mend: Rabbies fitting in Moſes Chaire? And then, taking it for 
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orinted, that the Aſſemby were the Annotators on the Bible ( which 1s 
alrogether untrue ) he chargeth them ſo, as if they were Chaplains at 
once ſerving the Lord, their Bellies and the times, as partaking of the T a= 


f Ibid P32 Bje of the Lord, and the Table of Devils £, 1forbear to foul more paper 


with 


/ 


with thereſt of his Bil3nſgate Rherorick beſtowed on that Aſſembly. * - 

But now, mark the inference, He 1s angry char he ,- having right, 

was not permitted to fit in thar Aſſembly. Thereforezhis anger, mult 
needs bs for this, that he-could not be a Sequations Aſembly-man, one 
of the Grand Inqueſt, a Promoter and Apparitor of the Long Parliament, 
a Chaplain at once ſerving the Lord,his Belly,and the times,and aPartakgr 
of the Table of Devils, as well as of the Lord, O what pity is it thar he 
tare not ! Surely, I have ſo much charity for him'z (if F may judge of 
the tree by this fruit) as to believe, and profeſs, thar if the Aſſembly 
had been ſuch as he deſcribeth ir, he had better right to fit zn it , then 
any that ſarte there, 

Indeed , his laſt mentioned expreſſion of the Aſſembly as being 
Chaplains at once ſerving the Lord, their Bellies z and the Times aroſe 
from bis Bilious Paſſion at the Annotators for not finding a knor in a 
Bulruſh 3 and chat from ſome Textstzhey did not brand that for Sacri- 
lege » Which he had done ; whether choſe Texts, condemn 1t, or not. 
Bur I muſt nor further make an Excurſion upon this : but leave him 
to D.B, upon whom he hath beſtowed 10 whole leaves in Foliorn that 
his ſcoulding Tears, &c. of bis Mother g, in nothing bur raving,rayling) gc. p 685 
belying the Door, withour affording one line in a ſertous, ſolid, ſo- vc, 
ber confuting ofeither that Doors Definition of Sacrilege, any Text 
of Scripture, or other Arguments or Reaſons for kis opinion ; or, to 
diſprove the ſame. | | 

Bur, you will ſay, what is that to me ? I confeſs , this 18a digreſh- 
on» therefore I will ſay no more , but onely adviſe Dr. Fobnto ſpend 
half the time ( if he can ſpare no more) in peruſing D. B. his ſecond 
Edition of that Tra of Sacrilege , ( which D. F. G. cannot but have 
ſeen) that he hath crifled away in rayling upon D. B., and, to confute 
that Book, if hecan ; becauſe, as I hear, he hath promiſed ſo to do, 
This, 1f he will once perform, like a Scholar , and a Divine ; then) 
whereas D. G. hath in his Sighs h &c. ſaid (moſt gravely) that D. B. þ pag,g64. 
by his /ate purchaſe will give the world cauſe in after=ages , 0 look, as 
narrowly to him, and his poſterity, how they thrive, as the Roman Souldiers 
did to the Fews Guts and Excrements , when they ſearched for the Gold © 
which they bad ſwallowed, as Foſephus * tells us. Idare undertake, that *De excid, 
then if D. G, will either defire to be rhe Groom of D. B. his Srool,or Hicrol. 
co be at the charge thereof, he ſhall have all that comes from him and 
his, without purloyning, or the leaſt diminution, ' 

2, Bur, as to what he faith of others, baving right tofſit, that they 
were not permitted, either by popular faGion and tumult, or by other ſhuf= 
flings and reaſons of State, which took, care to exclude or deter all the 
excellent Biſhops, and the moſt able of Epiſcopal Divines, &c, 1s a moſt 
oroſs and malicious #ntruth. 

For, among thoſe that were choſen, and ſummoned to fit in that - 

B 2 | Aſſembvlyg 


5g = = Theiecont Propofttion 


Zſſembly; what fay you to Dr. Richard Love, Dr. Raph. Brownrig Bi- 
ſhop, ok Exceter 3- Dy Samuel Ward, Dr, Fobn Harris Dr. Robert- 
Saunderſon, Mi. Rolert Croſs, ames Archbiſhop of Armagh, D:. Mat 
thias Styles, Dre Featly.z. D7, Chriſtopher Paſhly y' Dr. Fobn Hacket, 
Dr, Thomas Weſtfield Biſhop of: Briſtol, Dr, Henry Hammon, Dr. Rich, 
Oldſyorth, and many,moe ? Whete can you. pick out three Biſhops, 
more excellent for. learning and plety ? or, other Epiſcopal Divines, 
more able ?. of 122 Divines choſentoſit, there were 24 that never ap- 
peared, Andeven in the Aſſembly, iome pror :{ted againlt the extir- 
pation of Primitive Epiſcopacy, ot which Mr, Herbert Palmer was one, 
And D:. Barges was ſ\uſpended from fitting therey'y tne Howſe of Com- 
mons; for declating and prote{ting again{t the firſt draught of the Co- 
venant, brought intothe Aſſembly,for that (among other things) ther? 
was -required an extirpation of Prelacy indefinitely and abſolutely, 
wichonrt either limiracion, or explication, | 
 Asfor thoſe that came not, who excluded, or deterred them ? the 
were all ſummoned, as appears by the Books of the Aſſembly. Whar 
hindred them ? was it not eicher becaule they liked not the Ele&ion, 
or. the Perſons.choſen to fit with them 07, that they being for the 
late King, dur{t nor to (it, either for fear of moleſtation by the Pazlia- 
ment, or diſpleaſure of the King ? [-37 Þ 
For the manner of Ele&1ion, it was no other for kind (although 
more Solemn and warrantable) than that antecedanzous choice,which, 
the Lords had made of ſundry Lords, Biſhops and other Divines,, to 
I ITS OE conſult at.the Deans Houſe of, Weſt minſter,. rouching reformation in, 
_—_— - matrers of Religion ; ar which none ..then- boggled bur all readily 
and Regi- Joyned in it, 
ter of Lin- For the perſons choſen to ſit with them, they were all of them reputed 
coln,choſe ro be able and pious, far b2yond many that fare in the uſual Convoca- 
ar onze 70  rions, wherein fomerimes Lay-men (as Chancellors and/Regiltexs *) 
ſit ta Con- "a 4h , 
\ocation in WETE admitted) as well as ſome members of both Houſes of Parlia- 
the liſt ment, in the late Aſſembly. $o that if this offended rhem who now 
K#ags reign: refuſed to fit in ity the oftence was rather taken, then given. 
nbich iw0, And as for any fear of trouble from the Parliament, or of diſplea- 
div oo” ſure of his th2n Majelly, 1t was but a panmick fear, without grr.und. 
For that For, being called by the Pariiament, the Parhament- was bound to 
kn:w them prote& them. Yea, had they not been ſo choſen, yer if they had 
wen, called continued ſober, quiet and peaceable, they needed nor to have fear- 
didn ;. edthe Parliament, Wrrneſs hat quier ſober, prudent Dr. Fuckgon, 
the Devil Biſhop of London, who lived quietly, and without all danger of vio- 
and his lence or impriiſonnent, in the Parlitament-Quarters ; yet was he a 
Damme : man known to be firm to the King) tn the grearelt diviſions and diffe- 
al rences terween the King and Parliament : ſo might all theſe have 
*»-jr Ec. done carrying themſelves as he dide 


324, And > 


| ' / ? J”e naromy. 

Andzas for the Kings diſplealare, there could be as lirtle fear of thats 
For, he never was diſpleaſed with the Biſhop of Loxdons abode here ; 
but highly reſpe&ed and honoured him, to the laſt. lr is truz he ne- 
ver ſate in the Aſſembly, becauſe not choſen a Member of ir. © Yet 
the Prince Elefor Palatine fate there, wichout off:nce to his M1 jely. 
And albeit his Majelty at firſt diſliked the calling and licting of that 
Aſſembly ; yet afterwards, he liked and approved of what they had 
done, as appears by the Meſſage he ſent to boch Houſes of Parliament, 
Ofiob. 11. 1648. wherein (among other things) he was pleaſed to ex- 
preſs himſelf rouching the Aſſembly, thus: As to that part of the Pro- 
poſition for4be calling and ſitting of the Aſſembly of Divines, His Maje- 
ſtyſaith, That be will by AG of Parliament confirm the calling 4A 
ting of the ſaid Aſſ embly ſince the firſt of July 164 3. And that they ſhall 
have ſuch powers as are mentioned in the [aid Ordinance. And that they 
ſhall continue their meeting and ſitting, and be diſſolved in ſuch manner as 
both Houſes of Parliament ſhall dire, | 

But enough of this ſecond poinr. Ir is ſufficient that the DoRaor in 
the midlt of all his revilings and ilunders, hath acknowledged ſo ma- 
ny to concur in the true ſenſe of thz Cavenant. 


II. PROPOSITION. 


That notwithRandirg all that be hath ſpoken touching the trae ſer (: 
of 4 be C 0UeCKARRL » ancſy great a concurrence 14u tt, be end-a 047 - 
eth'to vil fieymake 0410141,44d to deſtroy the Covenant it ſ-lf,as bh is 
main eſtan, * 


N the entrance to his Anſwers and Solutions, for ſatisfying of all ſo- 
| ber and boneſt mens Conſciences, to take off their ſhyneſs of all min- 
ner of Epiſcopacy, he begins thus, pag. 6. To prevent which ſad meta - 
morphboſis (that 1s, 1n turning Covenanters into pillars of Apoſtacies )) in 
City and Country, my Anſwer and Reſolution in point of Conſcience, ſo far 
a it relates t» Epiſcopacy, is this. Butzin the Margent, he calls his 
Anſwers » oblique. And they are oblique indeed : for, he begins 
them, thus :? 

Fir{t, he boaſteth, that he can ſhrewaly batter the Covenant, by urging 
the defediveneſs and invalidity of it, to bind, either in conſcience or in 
any other Fudicatory ; becauſe , without the Kings conſent, Without 
this, 1t binds no more then the Voyy of a Servant , Son, Daughter or 
Wife, could bind them without, yea-againſt the declared conſent of their 
Maſter , Father or Hushand , under whoſe protection they were, P42, Ge 
Here ſee his good-will in this Battering Ram. 

To prove this, he cites it his Margent,Nzmb. 30.2, which makes a- 

Int. 
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he third Propoſition 
oainſt him» as 1 ſhall afcer demonſtrate. Mean while , take notice, 
that his inſtances of Servants and Sons, 1s a Tale of a Tub : there is no 
ſach thing. That Chaprer mentions onely Daughters C in their Fa- 
tbers boa, intheir youth ) and Wives that are under Husbands , when 
the Vow is made, Nor are their Vows void, for want.of a declared con+ 
ſent (as he talks :) but, they are valid, if Father or Husband , bearing 
chem made; boldeth hzs peace, verſ.4. and verſ.,7. Who will crult ſuch a 
falſe manzthat thus dares to falfifie an expreſs Text of Scripture ? 

And whereas he cites in the Margent , Nm. 30. 2+ to prove the 
invalidity of Vows of Servants, Sons, Damghters, Wives, as aforeſaid ; 
that ſecond verſe expreſly makes againſt what he here alledged it for, 
His intention 1s to prove the Covenant invalid , becauſe taken by 
menywithourt the Royal conſent, To prove thatyhe produceth this Text, 
But z the Text ſpeaks onely of a Vow mide by a man: and tells is, 
chat all ſuch Vorvs are binding. If a MAN vory a vow unto the Lord, and 
ſwear an oath to bind bis ſoul with a bond , be ſhall not break bis word, be 
ſhall do according to all that proceedeth out of "bis mouth. Here is noc the 
leaſt hint of any Exception, no not ſo much as of a Soz, under his Fa- 
ther : burzall men that vow,are by God held unto it, whether the chief 
Governour conſent, Cr not : Itis onely the vow of a woman, itt mino- 
rity, or Matrimony, Which may be made void , as is manifeſt in the ſub- 
ſequent verſes j but, not in that. 

As for his Eccho , and retorting the Violence and Noiſe of the times, 
and the Midwifery of tumults and Armies , upon the Covenant : His 
further urging the Novelty and partiality of it. Page 7. The ſad and Tra- 
gigue Effes , which he malitiouſly imputerth to the Covenant ir ſelf ; 

the bafflings andannulling of it by Comnter and groſi Engagements, af- 
ter it had ſerved as one of the great Rocks for the [ate Kings Shipwrack : 
theſe are all ſuch notorious untruchs , char nothing bur impudence ir 
ſelf raiſed to its Meridian , would dare to avouch , or own. 1 there- 
fore paſs through this mire > without anſwerivg this wiſe Door 
according to bis (carrilous foly. 

Bur , as to his ſixth Oblique Anſwer, pag. 8. wherein, he ſaith, It is 
very conſiderable bow the Covenant ( if interpreted againſt all Epiſcopa- 
cy _) muſt needs grate ſore upon , and pierce to the very quick,, thoſe former 
lawful Oathes (where he rakes it for granted that the Covenant is not 
lawful) not onely that of Allegiance and Supremacy , and Canonical Obe= 
diencez but, that of rhe King at his Coronation. And, he after adds, 
chat there cannot be any Swperfetation of ſuch a contradifiory Vow and 
Covenant , without apparent perjury. 1 muſt here make bold ro tell 
him, firſt, ſuppoſing the Covenant to be againſt all Epiſcopacy, what is: 
that to the Oarths of Supremacy and Allegiance to his Majeity ? Can 
no-man be true ta Kings, bur he that 1s for Biſhops ? Verily, this very. 
Doctor herein contradicts and confutes this abſurd Aflertion , at 


Page 


| of the Anatomy. b . 
pag. 25. Where he ſaith, Doxbtleſi the ſence of the Covenant bath lately 

ickhned many mens Conſciences in the Allegiance t0 the King , ſo to bring 

im (as David) bome with infinite joy and trinmph, Who acted mot 

in re-introducing the ſecluded Members , 1n procuring a free Parlia» 
ment» and in bringing home his preſent Majeſty  ( whom God bleſs 
and preſerve) but Covenanteers ? Nor is there any ſyllable in the Co- 
venant contary to, but altogether conſiſtent with, and inciting to the 
moſt vigorous performance of thoſe two Oaths of Sypremacy and Al- 
legiance. To charge therefore the Covenant as contradidiory to the for- 
mer Oaths ; and , as tending to apparent perjary, is ſuch manifeſt bJa- 
ſpbemy againſt ſo ſacred an Oath of God, as cannot bur be abhorred of 
411 ſober Chriſtians. 
* Touching the Oath of Canonical Obedience to Biſhops : it is true, 
they rook upon them to impoſe ſuch a tyratnical Yoke upon too ma- 
hy of their brethren. But , qo jxre # and how far were ſuch Oaths 
Obligatory ? This was neyer found practiſed by Apoſtolick, and Pri- 
mitive Biſhops 3 nor warranted by any Law of this Land : but onely 
derived from the Canon Law , which here is limited by our Statute 
Laws; none of which do appoint or approve any ſuch Oath, Nor 
can it be exp2&ed. that if Epiſcopacy ſhould he reduced to the Primi- 
tive Inſtitution, ſuch tyranny will ever be againendured. Andas for 
that Oath, whar doth it require, but obedience in omnibus licitis & ho« 
neſtis 3 Which, our lare Epiſcopacy leaſt cared for > The Laws tye all 
men to things lawful and boneft And), if ſo, then the ſame DoRor 
hath furniſhed me with an Argument ( ſtrong enough to recort upon 
the Author of it) againſt that Canonical Oath, which himſelf urgeth a« 
oainſt rhe Covenant, P18. I 5. (inverting onely the name of the Cove- 
nant , into that of this Oath :)) They are not the bare words of the Oath 
of Canonical Obedience, which as Charms, can bind any mans Conſcience 
to or againſt any thing ; but it # the force of Trath, Reaſon, Fuſtice, Re- 
ligion and Duty to God and man, our ſelves or others, which morally and 
really obligeth men, either by Gods general or particular Precepts ; which 
are 4s Irom and Adamantine Bands on every mans ſoul , to chuſe good and 
do it, to hate evil, and eſchew it , long before any of theſe withes or cords 
of mans combining or tying, are put upon them. By which he argues the 
needleſneſs of the Covenant ; and to do I, of the unwarranted Oath of 
Canonical Obedience, And if this Oath ſhould be extended to obey 
fuch Biſhops as Fren, Peirce, and others in all they of late enjoyned, 
there 1s much more cauſe to conclude againl 1t » then again? the Co 
zenant (though it ſhould be extended ro extirpation of all Epiſcopacy) 
in the words of this Do&or, pag. 8, 1t i therein of no bond or validity, 
as to any good mans Conſcience. And ſo farewel ſuch an Oath. 

And touching the Kings Oath, there is nothing obliging him further 


then to preſerve that Government ; ſo far as it'is agreeal lero, and 
warranted; 
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 Thethird Prajuſtion 


wartarited by che koly Seriprute's' ind "Primitive Inſtitution : ſo far, 


he condeſcended at the Tſe of Tight; - And who requireth more ? 
And yet, even this alſo may be change/, by bis Royal ſent to the Coun- 
ſel -and Deſire of the two Howſes of Parliament; as this Doctor doth 
more then racicely 2dmit, pag. 18, Cannot the Legiſlative Power 
change Government by Biſhops, as well as abrogate other Laws ? his 
1sro charge ſome with perjury,which he dareth nor-ro narre ; to fright 
orhers with a ſcare-Crow., or man of Clouts ; and, to condemn all 
the Churches of Chritlt thar have laid Epilcopacy afide. 
- His next Qwarrel at the Covenant, ( 1 it abjure all Epiſcopacy ) is 
this, That1t r»ns us por a great Rock,, not oncly of Novelty , but of 
Schiſm; and daſheth us, both in opinion and praiſe, againſt the Tudge- 
ment and Cuſtome of the Catholigue Church, in all places and ages (till 
*He means of latter years *) from the Apoſtles days. This he often harps upon in 
till//a/via, a Magilterial Traditionary way. Burzonce prove that our aboliſhed E- 
IR... piſcopacy was. of ſo antient and univerſal Obſervation »' Et ers mihi Mas- 
hi cabs, nu Apollo. Whoever will but read the judgement Of Doctor Fobr 
tz1r5,8c: Reynolds concerning Epiſcopacy » expreſled in a Letter to Sir Francis 
Knolls, in the year 1598. and Dr. Uſers Tract, called, The Redutjion 
of Epiſcopacy » p:opoſed in the year 1641. will ſoon find th's mans 
bold Aflertion to dwindle into a vapor. | 
Pag.10, In theeighth place,under colour of propounding theLoyal and Re- 
ligiqus ſenſe of it 3 he daſheth it with znlawfulneſi to be taken at all ; 
For , when he would have men to retzre to the ſober ſenſe wherein alone 
it might lawfully be taken , he addethan Aloy ; If it had been impoſed 
by due Authority. This ſheweth his denial of the lawfulneſiof it. And 
{o, in ftead of ſarisfying a ſcrupulous Conſcience howvro take the.Co- 
venantaright, hecunningly deterreth from the taking of ir ar all: is 
nor this Jugling? By dze Authority,he mezneth Supreme Arnthority, as 
is clear by his next Anſwer; in examining whereof, I ſhall endea\ our 
to lay open the weakneſs and falſhood of this ſuggeſtion. _ 
Ninthly, he tells you, It were caſie to level to the ground all tboſe fair, 
but fallacious pretences drawn to fortifie the Covenant, from Scripture=cx= 
amples , wherein the fews ſometimes ſolemuly renewed their Covenant 
with God : But, it was that exprefſ Covenant which God himſelf had firſt 
made with them in Horeb ana Mount Sina, | unC.nalkly preſcribed by God 
10 Moſes, and by Moſes ( 4s their Supreme Governour or King) impoſed 
pon them. This , they ſometimes renered , after they bad broken it by 
their Aprſtacy to falſe and ſirange gods. - Þut thy was nt the caſe of the 
Church or people of England, nor was there any need of ſuch covenanting, 
any more then there w.is any Moſes, or Hezekiat:y or Jotiah, or any chief 
Governour commanidin? it. | 
As the Haitloc is corward to call her-I/hþore,firit, with whom ſhe un - * 
Julty guzrcelieth ; fo tits Decciver cries out upon the falacior/neſiof 
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the Covenant.z becauſe he ſeexs. fallaciouſly to taks .off all men from. ; 
it. In this reviling of his;there are falſhoods enow. I will inftance.in 
ſome. | 

Firſt, iris falſe that there was no Covenant, but of Gods own pre» We | 
ſeribing; and, ſecondly, that he preſcribed bur.oze, I ſhall, for bre= NY 
vity, yiſcover the falſhood of bork theſe rogether. If none, bur of 
his preſcribing , what meanerth that of this Doors own quoting be- 
fore, Num.30. 2. which was fpontaneous ? What, that of Foſhua, and 
the Princes of the Congregation,with the cheating Gibeonites? Foſh,g.1 5, 

And, what that (to omit ſundry other) of the children of Iſrael and the 
children of Fudab (after the Bibyloniſh Captivity) who joyned them- 
ſelves to the Lord in a perpetual Covenant, never to be forgotten ? Jex.5 0, 
5. Theſe wereall ſeveral Covenants , of different kinds ; none of 
them preſcribed, yer all of them allowed. (and the breach of chem pu- 
niſhed) by God. To this, may be added, what the Univerſity of Ox+ 
ford, in their Reaſons againlt the Covenant by general conſent in Con- 
vocation, Fune 1.1647. SeCt.2, pag.23.ſaith foricſelf, that they are 
nnſatisfed, becauſe the Covenant 1s 7mpoſed, which 1s repugnant to the 
nature of a Covenant ; which being a contraG , implyeth a voluntary mus 
tual conſent of the Contrafors. h 

It is alſo falſe;that the Covenant on Mount Sinai was impoſed by Mo 
ſes (as the Supreme Governour or King ) on the people. For Moſes was 
no more their Supreme Governour or King, then Samnel,to whom the | 
people imperuouſly cryed for a King,to judge them like all the Nations 1, 1Sam,$, 
when the Lord bimſelf was their King k, £ 

Nor did Moſesy but God himſelf impoſe that Covenant in Horeb, ag * 59m 12 
their Supreme Governour, if Moſes may be believed. For he tells us, 
that The Lord talked with them face to face, inthe Mount , out of the 
mid(ſt of the fire. Moſes, onely ſtood between the Lord and them, at that 
time, to ſhew them the word of the Lord 1. h: ! Deut. 54, 

And albit there was but one Legal Covenant, yet what was the 5. 
Circumciſion, and the Paſſeoverz and many moe made, or liwful to 
be made, (and ſundry of them to be renewed alſo ; as» the Paſſeover, 
and other Feſtzvals}) by ſuch folzmn preſcribing ? 

And whereas he Þleſſeth God (as they. that bleſs an idol m) that 4A=m Eſay 66, 
poſtacy to falſe and ſtrange gods, was not the caſe of the Church or people of 3: 
England, ſo as to take riſe from thence, to enter into this Covenant 7 
I defire him to cell me, what meant the falling off of ſundry Biſhops 
ro to00 much Popery both in DoGrine (witneſs all their Arminian Te 
ners, which the learned Barnes, and other Dominican Papilts diſclaim, 
and eonfure :) and alſoin the general practice in Cathedrals, and 
elſewhere, the ſerting up of Altars, Tapers, Candles, &c, (deviſed by 
mans fancies :) Winch laſt (among other things) is in the Queens Ins 1nju7.; 
junfions, afirmed to tend to Idolatry and Superſtition ; which of all other 
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Thethird Propoſition | 
offences, God AlmiMhty doth moſt deteſt and abbor, for that the ſame dimi-. 
niſh moſt bis bononr and glory. | 

The like may. be ſaid of the late Church-Muſique , Antbemes, &c.. 
ſung wuh.ſo much curioſity, quavering, tautologies, &c. that the 
hearers cannot underſtand any part of the matter whichis ſung, A. 
thing which not only the judicious Hooker cenſured and condemned+ 
bur the late Queen Elizabeth provided againſt, Þijunt. 49, by enjoy- 
ning only modeſt and diflinCt ſongs to be ſo uſed in all parts of. the Com- 
mon=prayers in the Church, that it may be as plainly nnderftood, as if it 
were read without ſinging. And even where Muſick, at the beginning, 

_ or ending of Common=prayer, Was permitted, it was tu'ther ptovided, 
that if an Fhmn were ſung, care ſnovld be raken that it might be (o 
done, as to be znderſtood and perceived. And where this 1s not ſo done, 
ſee the cenſure of the Homily of the place and time of Prayer, part 2, 
where ſuch channting and playing upon Organs, are ſaid to have diſplea-= 
ſed Gid ſo ſore, and filthily defiled bis boly Houfe, and bis place of Prayer, 
that for it be juſtly deſtroyed mary Nations. | 

To ſay nothing of the many thouſands of Popiſh families in Exg= 
land, and the ſwarms of Pricſts, Jeſwites and other Emiſlaries of the 
Pope, that at all rimes creep in, not only into Widaws houſes, bur. 
into Noble-mens and Princes Houſes, to ſeduce, and draw more and 
more men and women off from the cruth to Superſtition and Idolatry 

Pag, 11, Everyday. There is therefore ca: ſe enough ro make ſuch a Covenant, 
Bury,where he addeth, That this Covenant was bur ib petty compoſition of . 
a few Politigue mengvery mean Subje&ts:-ſome of them, either as. Layyers, 
or Miniſters, a great part of. whom, he, and others knew to be no very great , 
Clerks or States-men,; and fitter for a Country Cure, then to contrive 
and compoſe Solemn Leagues and Covenants, &c. acdiny, that thein 
beads, rather then their hearts, and their State=correſponiencies more they 
their Conſciences, brought forih 4bis Covenant... I thall nor retort, tha 
there be nor none who know-him ro be luch an 092 himfſ2IF : but on-. 
ly, deſire all; to piry and pray: for him. This railing veins ſq incor» . 
porated into his proud felleous hearr, that there 1s no nope of. curing 
Ic» but by {lighting ſuch palpable ſcornings,and praying for-the ſcornen, | 

8Zech-3,2.that the Lord may either heal, or rebuke him (7). . 

Lafily, He confidently (1 will-not ſay, not for want of ignorance) 
avoucheth, that there z5n0 precept vy patern for any ſuch in all the New 
Teſtament nor 31 all ſucceeding ages ; and that we never read, nor beard 
of any Covenanting C briftians (until tbe-Holy League (meaning that of 


bloudy Papiſts to deſtroy the Hwugonotes, as they- termed the Prore- 


ants) in France) except that of Baptiſmrw—" this is tbe, New and E = 
vangelical Covenant of all true Chriſtians : this (he ſaith) 7e break by 
wilful and preſumptuous ſins and renew by true repentance and worthy 
farticipation of the Lords Supper. . Then he proceedss ſaying 3 oe | 
: : | et raſtty- 
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vaſtly different from this ſacred Covenant, this late piece of Policy more p,g, 12. 
then Piety-is, &c. -be leaves to all ſober minded Chriſtians to judge. | 

To which I anſwer, That if there were no precept, nor patern in the 
New Teſtament, it is ſufficient 1f there be any in the Old; if not Levi- 
tical, or meerly Typical: unleſs this Door be turned Antinomian. 
For, all Scripture is given by inſpiration of God, and is profitable for Do= 
irine, for reproof, for corrediion, for inſtruion in righteoujneſt, 2 Tin. 3, 

16. This 1s meant of thz O14, as well as New Teſtament. For, whats | 

ſoever things were written aforetime, were written for our learning, that 
we through patience and comfort of the Scriptures, might have bope, 
Rom. 15.4. 

2, What meaneth he by this Covenrnt ? Is it his meaning) thar | 
there is no precept nor patern for Coyenanting 4gainlt our Engliſh Ex | 
Þiſcopacy ? (there is not any for it,ſ1y I.) Noris it much macerial, | | 
chat he hach found non2 agiin{ ir, for we can find no ſuch Epiſcopacy | 


- 


. 
. 
cede 


inthe New Teltam :nt ; nor, warranted by it ; notwithſtanding all his 
common talk in this Book, and elſewhere. Bur £his Gentleman mult 
be pleaſed co look upon this Covenant, nor only as againſt his adored 
Epiſcopacy, ur in the full Laticude , as bzingextened againſt Popery, | 
Hereſie, Schiſme, Propbaneſ, and whatſoever is centrary to ſound Dofrine 
and-the power of godlineſi in our ſelves as well as others : And, for the | 
Preſervation and Reformation of Religion againlt che Common Ene- | 
mies as likewiſe to preſerue and defend the Kings Majeſties perſon and | 
Authority, to diſcover all Incendiaries, Hinderers of the Reformation of | 
Religion (bzware, Door) Dividers between the King and bis People, or | 
one of the Kingdoms from ihe other; to endeavour the continuance of the Il 
hippy Union and Peace between them ; to aſſiſt and defend all that | 
have taken it, in the maintaining and purſuance thereof; ro be unfainedly | 
bumbled for our own ſins, and for the ſzts of theſe Kingdoms, and to en- | 
deavonr for our ſelves and all others under our charge, in.all duties to God '} 
and man, to amend our lives, and each one to go before another in the ex= 
ample of a real Reformation. This 1s tac ſum of that Covenant (hich 
each man proniſech ro obſerve, 7 and according to tbeir ſeveral places + 
and caliings oniy } char this man ſo much ſercern ar naught, ſpurneth | 
at, and does waat he can cocaule all men to threw « ffand abominare, | F 
meerly upon thar one ſingle clauſe of extirpating the late Hierarchy, 1f [Y 
ſo intended, as for the future, to keep our all ſuch Epiſcopacy as he | 
| 


would have to be retroduced, although he never particularly deſcri- | 
beth, nor ſetceth forth wir char is. 

And now, I might leave it to all ſober Chriſtians to judge, whether this | 
Covenant ( taken in the preſence of Almighty God, the ſearcher of all 
bearts, with a true intention to perform the ſame, as all that take it ſhall 
anſwer at that great day, when the ſecrets of all bearts ſhall be diſcloſed, ) 
be a prece of Policy more then of Piety ; And how little ic differs from | 

| C 3 that | 
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that ſucred Covenant” of: Baptiſm, wherein every man ftipulateth, and 
Covenanteth to xeny all #ngodlineſi and wordly Inſts, and to live ſoberhy, 
righteoufly, and godly in tbis preſent world (0) £ 

Whart other in efte& and ſubſtance 1s our preſent ſolemn League 
and Covenant ?. And dares this Setaphical Do&or to ſay, that this 
could not be. lawfully taken, for want of dxe Authority to impoſe 1t ? 
doth hor God require as much ? hathnor he impoſed all theſe things 
upon all Chrittians ? are. nor they all called upon by God himſelf ro 
Vow all theſe unto God, and #0 pay them too ? What then can it be leſs 
then def rate madneſs, to throw off ſuch a Covenant ? 

And is there 70 precept or patern to warrant ſuch a Covenant in the. 
New teſtament * What 1s the meaning of thar, ſpoken ro men under 
the Baptiſmal=covenant before 3 Give your ſelves unto God, as thoſe that 
are alive from the dead ? Rom. 6. 13. Whar is it to contend earneſtly for 

Jude 3. the faith which was once delivered to the Saints (p), in nothing terrified ' 
q Phil.10:8 by the adverſaries (q) ? Are nor theſe precepts (together with that in 

Tit. 2, 12, before mentioned)warrant enough to Vow and Covenant, 

again and again, to do all this? Andas for Paterns, what ſaith our 

Door to thar of the Macedonians, namely, their giving themſelves 
772 Cor. 5 firſt to the Lord; andrhen, unto Paul, by the will of Go , ? Nays, 

what ſaith he to Paul himſelf, joyning with thoſe four men that had a 
s AQt.21.23 vow pon them s; whom Paul (by advice of Fames and all the Elders that 
z Veil. 18. were preſent(t) took, and the next day purifying bimſelf with them, en- 
tred into the Templeto ſignifie the accompliſhment of the days of purificas 
tion(u)? Ifir be laid this was a Ceremonial Covenant : I reply, If 
Paul himſelf heldit lawful(even when thoſe vows were to be at an end) 
for avoiding of ſcandal among weak brethren, or malicious perſecu- 
ting Jews, to enter ſuch a Vow (which he had upon him after his con- 
verfion, Ads 18. 10.) without any impoſition of God or man, even 
under the Goſpel: then much more would he allow ſuch a Covenant 
as this, being alrogether Evangelical. 

Bur Whereas he will allow but one Covenant, to wit, Baptiſm, inthe 
Goſpel; and this being broken by wilful and preſumptuous ſins, is re- 
newed by true repentance, and roorthy participation of the Lords Supper : 
there are in this almoſt as many groſs errors, as words. 

For, firſt, Is not the Sacrament of the Lords Swpper, a Goſpel-Co- 

' yenant, as well as Baptiſm ? Did ever any intelligent Divine either 
deny this,or affirm it to be a renewing of the other,and not a Covenant 
in it ſelf ? Secondly, Dotrue Chriſtians, truly entred into the Bap- 
tiſmal Covenantbreakit by wilful and preſumptuous ſins ?T had thoughe 

w 1 Joh.3. that be that 3s born of God, doth not (fo) ſin, for that bzs ſeed remainetb 
9. in bim : yea, that he cannot (ſo) fin » becauſe he is born of God wv : and 
that, rhough he doth what be hbateth; vets not allowing 1t, nor wilfully 
and preſump! ouſly, bur our of weakneſs,C being led into captivity ) _ 

Wnaac 
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what be would not.,- it is no more be that doth it , but ſm that dwelleth in 
bimx. Thirdly, Doth Repentance take off wilful and preſumptuous * Rom.7. 
fins ? In the Law there was no Sacrifice appointed for ſuch fins : yea, 27: 
God made a Law » that be that ſinned preſumptuonſly , ſhould die the 
deathy. And inthe Goſpel, if we beli-ve the Autnor of the Epiſtle y 
to the Hebrews, we are tzught, that if we ſin wilfully, after that we 
bave received the knowledge of the truth, there remaineth no more ſacri= 
fice (no nor of Chrilt hinſelf ) for fin, but a fearful looking for of judge-= 
ment, and fiery indignation , which ſhall devour the adverſaries z, 7 Heb. 19. 
Fourthly, Doth Repentance renew out Covenant made in Baptiſm ? 25577+ 
Surely, no more then it rene\wech the remiſſion of our ſins : Whic'y not 
Repentance, but Chriſt, in Baptiſm, beſtowerh upon us once for all 2 ; « Att.2.38. 
For be, by one offering, hath perfefed for ever them that are ſantiified b, 1 ao): o, 
Repentance recovereth the ſenſe of Gods favour and pardony ut doth 14. 
notgive a new remiiſion. Again, fifthly, The Lords Supper doth not 
renew our Baptiſmal Covenant as to remiſſion of ſin , but firengrh=» 
neth us,on Chrilts part,to perform our Covenant in Baptiſm $ and res» 
'neweth our Vows on our part, to perform ir better : therefore it is 
called, The Communion ef the body and blood of Chriſt, whereby, we be 
ing many, are made one bread, and one body , becauſe we are thereby par 
takers of that one bread c ; of which be that eateth , ſhall live for ever d. -; ©. 1, 
By this means, We grow wp into bim in all things, which is the bead,even 16,17. 
Chriſt e. Sixthly » The Lords Supper 1s not to bz renewed , or taken 4Joh.6.51 
again and again) for renewing our Bapti/mal Covenant , becaule bros © Epheſ. 4. 
ken by wilful and preſumptuous ſins; bur , for the renewing of our *** 
thankful remembrance ot his deathF'; for our more full Communion f i Cor rt, 
with bim , by partaking of bims » and encreaſe in him , till we come 26. 
to a perfefi man , 10 the meaſure of the ſtature of the fulneſs of $ * ©9719 
Chriſt h. h Ephcſ. 4 
I haveinſifted on this the longer , becauſe theſe few words ſavour ++ 
ſtrongly of Arminianiſm, and Popery, I ſhall make amends by brevity 
in the reſt, Whereas he tells us, pag. 1}, that there # neither Law of 
God or man, requiring, impoſing or comprobating any ſuch Covenant; and 
that 3t appears at beſt, to be but a maiter of Wil'-Worſhip of bumane and 
private invention, void of publick and plenary injuntion, eſteemed by ma= 
ny to be but as a ſtratagem of State, a flag of Fadiion, an Engine framed 
on purpoſe to batter dovon Epiſcopacy,and to ſeize their Eſtates, and all the 
Patrimony of the Chu-ch, to the great enriching of ſome $acrilegious Pro» 
teſtiyts, 8c. and, to tbe great joy of the Romiſh Party and Feſuites, &c, 
who are thought by many wiſe men to have been , if not the Sires , yet the 
Sibs tothat Covenant. This, and much more; is ſo full of railing, that 
no wiſe man will hold it other then folly ro beſtow a Line in Anſiver 
roit, If this be not Blafphemy , I know not what is. As for his fre- 
quent prating of $acrilege, here; in his Sermons, in his long, tedious 
Ink» 
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Ink-horn, Teays, Sighs, &c, I know none (o like unto Poeg , as this 
falſe vain-glorious man, whoſe tore (and pen) deviſe miſchief, like 4 
ſharp R aſor vorking deceitfully:loving evil more then good,and lying rather 
then to fpeakrighteouſneſl, For this points I again refer him to Doctor 
Burges, whole Book making it out that it 15 no Sacrilege nor Sin to buy ' 
ſuch Lands, (ill lies unanſwered : and yet men go on wich their cla + 
mours and railings, as if nothing had 'bzen offered ro op their 
mouths who can ſwallow Church Lands formerly atienared, wichoar 
the lealt regret, | 
Bur whereas he ſaith, pig. 24. This Age # the firſt Parent of th 1" 
Prodigie, wherein Orthodox and reformed Chriſtians , either Presbyters or 
People, did perſecute godly Biſhops ( of the ſame Faith and Profeſſion) 
yea, and Epiſcopacy it ſelf, though never ſo regular and reformed; 1 mult 
crave leave to ſay, That however Godly Biſhops have heretofore been 
perſecured unto death;in divers former ages of the Churcn ; yer nei- © 
ther were they perſecuted by Orthodox and reformed Chriſtians, hut by 
enemies to the Trath and-Godlinefſ, Nor did any Orthodox and refur- 
med Chriſtians, either Presbyters or People , perſecute any goaly Biſhops of 
this age. This therefore is a mere calumny and ſlander, Ir is truegchar 
ſome -Orthodox and reformed Chriſtians , did exhibic and proſecute 
Archbiſhop Land, Biſhop Wren, and Biſhop Peirce, two (if nor all of 
chem) being charged with no le(s than High Treaſon : the ficlt wheres 
of b-:1ng found guilty , was executed Far. 10. 1644 The other two 
never anſwered the Atticles exhibited again(t chem untorhis day,nor 
vindicated themſelves of choſe Aſpzrhions calt upon them, for being 
the ptime and molt ative, and officious Inſtruments of Lax, ro ſer 
the Church on fire by means whereof, all the rett of the Biſhops 
ſped the worſe, TEIK 


How godly theſe were, Tknow not ; bur this DoRor hath been the 


kSiobs,&c. ProRor, and Advocate of Laxd k,and DoRor Wren 1,\ughly applaud» 
pa-.62z?, Ing them in oppoſition rothe charge of the Houſe of Commons a- 
| pag. 634. gain{t them: and that he might lick clean him that was a known P.:= 


piſt, (his hand being in) he bettows a Vindication or Apologie , even 


ys pag.637 for che late Biſhop of Gloceſter, Doctor Goodman m alto z only he co-Id 


find nothing to ſay for Biſhop Peirce , though he ſo dzvoutly thanked 
God that he had put down all the Lefures in his Dinceſs, 

There were, no doubt , ſome of thoſe Biſhops which he alſo com- 
menderh , that were learned and pious. Bur et him name one of 
rhole(unleſs ſuch as were trapann'd by Willems, and other Capricious 
Pragmaricks , ro have their hands in that high and unparhamenrary - 

Petition and Proteſtation to the late a, and Houſe of Peers, 1n Dec. 
1641,) that were ever in the leaſt perſecuted , and not rather honou- 
red (if learned andindeed godly) by Orthodox and reformed Chriſtians, 
whethe:Presbyters or People. If any ofthem ſuffered with the refiyin rhe 

| : aboliſhing 


aboliſhing of ſuch Prelacy, they may thank thoſe other ruffling, Cere- . 
moniouss violent Ringleaders before named; and not blame orhers 

who could not help ir, nor longer endure the ſlavery and perſecution Fo 
which-choſe Amaziab-like Prieſts (n), and Tyrants, had exerciſed over # Amos, 
chem. 1 nowproceed to my lalt Propoſition, which is this. 


II... PROPOSITION. 


That, maugre all this mans calumnes, and malicious aſperſions, 
the Covenant, (even as to the potit of that Aterarchical Epiſco- 
pacy-lately laid aſide,) us to be conſtantly and cor ſcienciouſly of- 
ſerued aid kept, tn theright ſerſe thereof, Ly all that have ta» 

ten it, as they will avoia deitiufiion here, aud dampation 
hereajter.. 


rus ſermo, you Will ſay : this is ar bard ſaying, But, not more 
' bard chen true. . I (hall make it out, thus, 

I. Ific were. a Covenant made b2tween man and man, God will 
require. p3rformance>.or ſeverely puniſh the breach of ir, We ſee 
this inthe breach of the Covenant made by Foſhrz and the Princes 
of Iſrael: . Faſh.g.15. Although thzy obtained it by a wile, and by a 
lye. By a mile, in coning in old ſhoves and clouted, and old garments 
pon them, and all ihe bread of their proviſion, vas dry and mouldy,ver,s 
By a lje, ſeveral tunes repeated, in laying, they came from afar; yea, 
artery far country, vetſ. 6, &c. whereas after the Covenant made; 
their hing appzared and they were diicovered, at the end of three days, 
ro bz ibeir neighbours, and that they dwelt among them. All the Con- 
oregation of Iſrael, would herevpon have tmuren and deſiroyed 
them, they bzing ſuch as- by GoJs: command were to hare-been de- 
ftroyed by Foſpnaz (0), and hid nw fo baſely cheated Foſhua, and all 
Iſrael. This the Princes would nor ſuftzr ; whereupon all tbe Cor 
eregation murmured againſt the Princes : But all the Princes ſaid to all © 
ibe Congregation, TVe have ſworn unto them. by the Lord God of Iſrael; 
now therefore we may not. touch them, ver. 18319... This quieted the 
pzople for the preſent, and for a long time afrer. Howbeit Saxl, in 
an humor of envy or malice, many hundred years after ſlew the Gibe- 
onites, Which then.he found in Iſrael, Burt Gods anger was ſo kind- 
led at this, that he ſmote all the Lahd with a famine, for three years to- 
eerhers, even towards the latter end of Davids reign, And when 
David enquired of the Lord, the cauſe of this ſore Plague, The Lord 
auſwered, It is for Saul, and his lloudy boufe, becauſe be ſlew the Gibec» 
mites, 2 Sam. 21.1, To appeaſe this wrath, ſever of Saxls ſons, were 
demanded, and hanged before the Lord, ver. 9. =u=—=—_—_— And after that, , 
the Lord was entreated for the Land, et, 14+. Naw» ,. - 
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The. fourth Propoſition - 
- Now, if God were fo ſevere for the breach of ſuch a deceirfully ob- 
tained Covenantbetween man and man, when they that procured ic; 
were ſo baſe atid falſe as our Dotor would make the late Covenant 
conrrivers, anddeſtined ro deſtruction by God himſelf by that very 
hand which made that League with them : How ſinful and dangerous 
mult it needs be, for men, upon any pretence whatſoever, to depart 
from,or wilfully to break any Covenant made wichGod himſelf! Here 
was no preſcribing of the Leagze by God, nor force upon Foſha or 
Iſrael ; Yet God would not pur np the breach of it , even upon the 
polterity of a treacherous Crew that had meerly cheated all his peo- 
ple at once, 

2. There is no Covenant made beryeen man and man, but its the 
Oath of God, and his Covenant. So, that Oath and Covenant made 
berween the King and his Subje&s , is called , The Oath of God, 
Eccleſ.8.2, thus the Oath and Covenant of Zeaekzah, made with the 
King of Babylon, (an Idolater, and an enemy of God and all his peo- 
ple)is by God himſelf called, Mine Oath,and my Covenant jEzek. 17,19. 
And upon this account it was , that Foſhua and the Princes of 1irael, | 
ſealing by the N.1me of the Lord Gd, they durlt not to touch the Gi» 
beonites, Th<refore all ſuch Covenants are irrevocable,and indiſpen- 
ſable. If any man ſhall break them , he is ſure to be ruined. Wait- 
neſs Zedekzah, though a King, and though forced by rhe King of Baby» 
lon, who had conquered Fxdah , laid aſide the rightful King thereof, 
Jehojakimand ſer up Mattaniah (Uncle to Fehojabim ) whom he call- 
ed Zedehiab qz and made bim ſwear by Gd, to be a Tributaty to him ; 
yet rebelled againſt him, 2 Chron. 36. 13. His rebellion was, his ſer» 
ding Ambaſſadcurs into Eg yptthat they might give him Horſes,and much 
people, ro arm himſelf ro chro off the yoke of the King ot Babylon ro 
whom he had ſworn to be ſubjeRt, Ezek.17.15, Now , much might 
have been'ſa1d for this. That Nebuchadnezzar was an enemyga great 
Tyrant over the people of God, who were Abrahams ſeed, and that 
were not to be in bondage to any man. Andthe Covenant was impoſed 
on him by force,@c. 

Bur , all this notwithſtanding , mark how God rakes this breach of 
ſuch a forc*d Covenant as this : Shall he break the Covenant , and be 
delivered ? Nay , now h2 char cared nor for his Oath, makes God 
himſelf to ſwear his ruine : As I live, ſaith the Lord Cod, ſurely inthe 
place where the King dwelſeth, that made him King, whoſe Oath be deſÞi- 
ſed, and whoſe Covenant be brake, even with him, in the midſt of Babj- 
lon be ſhall die. Neither ſhall Pharaoh with bs mighty Army, and great 
company, make for him in the war , by caſting up mounts , and building 
forts to cut off many perſons. Seeing be deſpiſed the Oath by breaking the 
Covenant, (when Io,be had given bis hand )and hath done all theſe things, 
he ſhall not eſcape. Therefore tbus ſaith the Lord God, (again) As Tlie, 


ſurely 
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furely minc Oath that Fe hath deſtiſed, and my Covenant that be bath broe- 
hen, even it T phill recompence ufon bis cyen head, And Twill read my 
net upon bim, and be ſhall be taken in my ſnare, and I'will bring bim 10 
Babylon, and will plead with him there for his treſþaſſ that he bath treſpaſs 
ſed apainſt ME. And all bs fugitives ( ſuch as firſt ceunſelled him co 
break that Covenant ) ard all bzs bands. ( that adhered to him in that 
war ) ſhall fall by the Sword ;, and they that remain, ſhall be ſcattered a= 
broad towards all winds. And ye ſhall know that I the Lord have fpohen 
it : Verſ.16.1718,19520;21s 
By this it is clear as the Sun , that God will never put up the wiilul 
breach of any Covenant , but dreadfully puniſh it, even vpon Kings 
themſelves z and will exrend his wrath not onely upon themtelves, 
but upon all that counſel them to it, (Take heed , Doctor) and joyn 
with themin ir. Of bow much ſorer puniſhment then ſuppeſe yeoſhall be be 
thought worthy , who ſhall dare to trample under feer any Covenant 
made with God himſelf,in what manner ſoever,as an zmboly thing £ 
Nor will this end with temporal plagres it this life ; but in Hell 
hereafter, although the Vow and Oath were but voluntary, and not im 
poſed, For the breach of ſuch an Oath, Vow, or Covenant, 1s a fin ; 
and the wages of ſin is death r ; not onely natural, but eternal, if not rRom.ce2z 
repented of. Thar this 1s a ſin, appears plainly by Gods own Decl1- 
ration, Dewt. 23-21. When thou ſhalt vow a wow unto the Lord thy 
God, thou ſhalt not ſlack to pay it : for the Lord thy God will ſirrcly require 
it of thee, and it would be ſin in thee; to wit, not 10 p:yi!; yea, tobe 
flackzo payit. And that this 1s meant of even a v0lunt ry vow,appears 
in verſ, 22, But if thox ſhalt forbearto wow, it ſhall beno ſin in thee. 
Wherefore, he addeth, verſ. 23. That which 3s gone out of thy lips, thox 
ſhalt keep and perform; even a free-will offering , according as thou haſt 
vowed unto the Lord thy God , which thou haſt promiſed with thy month. 
Can there be a clearer proof? | 
Take one more, that by two or three witneſſcs, every word may be ct a- 
bliſhed. Its that of the Preacher, Ecclef. 5. 4» 5, When thou voweſt 2 
ww unto God,Aefer not to pay itz, for he hath no pleaſure in fools,(which, ' 
with God, are wicked men, Pialm 73. 3.) Pay that which thou haſt 
wawed. Better is it that thou ſhouldeſt not vow , then that thou ſhowld{t 
wow, and not pay. This therefore makes it out, that it is a ſin nor to 
periorm a voluntary vow. Now, lelt, after a vow, the Covenanier 
ſhould not think to evade his voy, by pleacing, that he didit raſhly, 
and 1t was an errour in him ſo to do it is added, by way of anicipa=- 
tion, verſ. 6. Suffer not thy mouth to cauſe thy fleſh to ſim, neither ſay thu 
before the Angel, that it was an errour, Wherefore ſhould God be angry 
at thy voice, (that is, wherefore Thould(ichou anger him by.{o ſpeak- 
ing ?) and deſtroy the work, of thy hands ? It being now plain that this 
1s a (in, it cannoc be denyed, that a wilful continued breach of a vol177- 
tary 
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w_ Vow and Covenant, if not duely repented of, will certainly end 
in Hell. 

If it be ſaid, Theſe inſtances are of particular and privateperſons : 
what is this, to prove the like ſinflneſ{ and danger of the breach, -or 
throwing off of a National Oath, League, and Covenant, not impoſed 
by due, or Supreme Authority ? | 

To this 1 Anſwer : 

1. The Obligation of an Oath or Covenant, conſiſteth not in 
the paucity or mulricude of rhoſe that encer into, ic, bur in the 
making uſe of God in it ; and his declaration thereupon, This was 
a rye upon all 1/rael; the ſwearing to the perfidious Grbeonites, by the 
Lord God of Iſrael, as we hive ſhewed F2tore. Hence that of Sojo- 
mon, Ecclel. $. 2. I coun{el thee to keep the Kings commandment, and 
that in regard of the oath of God. Where this comes, the Oath and 
Covenanc is 1ndif{olubly binding. It we once lift up cur hand to the 
moſt bigh God, he will be ſure tolift up his hand againtt us,'1f we Vow, 
and 20t pay ; be we few, or many. 

2, Noc will the impoſing, or not impoſing of it by Supreme Au- 
thority alrer the Caſe. Por, it is obſervable, that 1a all ſuch Natio= 
nal Vows and Covenants, neither the Sypreme Magiltrates impoſition, 
or ſo much as conſent, is at all recorded in Scripture, or mentioned ; 
which ſhews that there is no necellity of either. Ic is God, nor 
Kings, that makes the Covenant obligatory, Take an inſtance or 
LO. | 7 

The one is of all Tſrael, in the Wilderneſs. When they were ſer 
upon by King Arad the Canaanite,who(at firft worſted them) and took, 
ſome of them priſoners ; Iſrael vowed a vow to the Lord, and ſaid, If thou 
wilt indeed deliver this people into my band, then I will utterly deſtroy 


Num 21.2 hey Cities s, Here is no words Or hint of Moſes (their Supreme Go- 


vernour, as this Door unadviſedly calls him : ) yer the Vow and 
Covenant was binding. For God took notice of it, and by his ating 
confirmed ir. The Lord hearkened to the voice of Iſrael, and delivered 
u) the Canaanites, and they utterly deſtroyed them, and their Cities 
VCTr. $o 

The other-is of Judah, and part of Trac! (many hundred years af- 
rer)in the days of Aſa; whobetng by him gathered together at Hieru- 
{alem, to make an offeringro the Lord, they entred into a Covenant to 
ſeeb the Lord God of their fathers, with all their heart, and with all their 
ſoul, That whoſoever would not ſeek the Lord God of Iſrael, ſhould be put 
zo death, whether ſmall or great, whether man or. woman ; and they ſr»ore 
2mto the Lord with a loud voice, And all Fudah rejozced at the 
oath,—and be was found of them, and the Lord gave them veſt round a- 
bout, 2 Chron. 15.12, 13, &c. Here was a National Covenant, and 
a Divine acceptance of it, Yer no word , or ſyllable of Aſa, as 


rmpoſing, 


of the Anatomy. ; 
impoſing, Or confirming of ir. Which is evidence enough, that the i#2+ 
poſing, Or conſenting of a King, is nor of the eſſence of a Legitimare 
Covenant : It 1s enough chir God owns it, and commands perfor- 
mance. Nor can any one "inſtance bz given, throughout the whole 
Book of God) that any Oath, Vow, or Covenant, to which the King, or 
Supreme Magiſtrate, would nor, or did no: conſent, was upon that 
reaſon or groud made null and void :: or, that any King ever went a- 
bour to vacate, and adnul any Covenant made with God without 
the conſent of the King. Ic is then no othzr bur blaſpheming the 
Gods, to term rhe late Parliament bungling Reformers, for doing 
Church-work without the Maſter=builders, Kings and Biſhops ; if here- 
fer it tO the Covenant. If he doth nor to, then this is bur a piece of 
railing Non-/enſe, pull'din by head and ears, to vent his giul upon his 
b:tters. 

Do not all Parliaments adviſe and conſult with whom they think 
meetzeverrin matters of Religion and Eccleſiattical affairs as well as 
Civil and Vore and paſs them Hefore they offer them to the King ? 
did thzy nor ſo, in this ? And did not his rhen- Majeſty rake themin- 
to conſideration, anJ condeſcend to ſo much, as they gave him time 
to con{ider of ? without declaring againlt the reſt, but ogly ſuſp2nd- 
19g conſent, till his Conſcience might be berter ſatisfied? 

Nay, even-that which was never offered to his Majeſty at all, 
(being no way contrary or contradictory to the Oaths of Supremacy, 
and Allegiance ) was hever oppoſed, or contradited by him. Wit» 
n2\s the Proteſta1ion of May 5. 1641. takzn by both Houſes of Pacli- 
ament : and afterwards, by the Hereſe of Commons alone, impoſed on 
all the Kingio'm, withour ſo much as asking his Majeſties corſent:; 
which-was never controuled, or diſallowed by the King, aibeit he was 
then in Perſon refiding at Tvite-ba!l; and could not be 12norant of 
what was done therein. 

And, what ails the min to make ſuch a noife about the impoſing of 
the Solemn League and Covenant, without the then King, who was 
then abſent ! Did nor hoth Ezra, and Nebemiab alſo draw all the 
people into a ſolemn: Covenant with 0d t, withour ſpecial Commiſſi- x ages" | 
ons (unleſs for reparing the Temple ) from the Perſian Monarch, then ***** fe: 
their Soveraign ;- alveir they were not free Subjeas, but Vaſſals, and 
one of them the menial ſervant of Artaxerxes, then by Conqueſt Su- 
preme Governour of Fudah ?: 

Nor did his lite Majeſty ever command the renouncing of the ſaid 
Solemn League and Covenant taken by both Kingdoms, Sept.11.,1643. 
alb2ir he publiſhed a Troclamation, Fam. 21. in the xgth year of his 
Re1gnz viz. An, 1643, againlt that other Vow and Covexant,. which 
was abour that time, taken by the Lords-and Commons, and by them 
appointed to-be taken by every man inthe Cities of London, Welſtmin-- 
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-not inany ſenſe, teachthoſe ma: haxe takenthe Covenant already. 


i fourth Propoſu tion 


fter, and the Suburbs thereof, and throughout the whole Kingdom : the 
adminuttring and taking ot which (by ſuch as had nor raken it) 
were by char Proclamation, for the reaſons therein contained, for. 
bidden. 

But, albeit this were lately (by an enemy to the other Solemn 
League and Covenant) without warrant, repcinted, and ſcattered u 
and down as if ic had bzen an incerdiRing and prohibicing thoſe thar 
had taken,it, to perform it; and ro give ſome gountenance to that 
railing » Painphler of the Doctor here laid open in his colours ; in hope 
that Ionorant ones would ſurely thereupon calt off char Covenant of 
God: yer that was but a meer cheat and oulle ry, Of which it behoves 


all honeſt men ard ſober Chrittians co take notices and beware. 


Nor are Oaths and Covenants once ſolemnly raken, to be caſt off 
and diſclaimedupon any pretence whatſoeverbe there never ſomany 
defects and failings inthe impoling or taking of them, unleſs the mat- 
ter of them be ſinful, as that of choſe Tews that bound themſelves un 
der an Oath of Execration, or curſe, not to eat or drink till they bad killed 


wAQRt23.14 Pauly, This I have {a1d enough anto alceacdy; yer do repeat it, be- 


cauſe fince the writing of the premiſes, I have mer with a Book inti- 
tuled, Fhe O2ibs of Supremacy and Allegiance which bave been laid as 


w Pag. 5. ſide for many years, &c, which tells .us w, That though there be many 


infirmities and miſcarriages commiited in the making and taking of pubs 
lique Oaths ; and although the things they oblige unto, be againſt the inte- 
reſt of the people ; and thoush the breach and violation 1hereg , bath the 
countenance of fair and ſpecious intents and ends, ſeemingly conducing 
zmto the jublique good of the people; yet neither all nor any of theſe preten= 
tions, doth cither make void the obligations of thoſe Oaths, nor deliver the 
people from the great gilt of the fin which is committed in the molation 
thereof, nor ſecure them from the dreadful judgement of God, Who is 
tie Autnor hereof, I know nor 3 but 1am confident that the Doctor 
and be ain borthar one mark : which makes meto alledge him. | 
bei r:ue, there ts another Book lotely reprinted, Cearing this Ti- 
3. eaſon's of the preſent Tudgement of the Univerſity of Ox ford con« 
—_ the Solemn League and Covenant, &c, approved by general con- 
fent in a full Convocation, Jane 1.1 647- in winch Book many Rea- 


ſons are alledged why thote who were then Maſters, Scholars,Officers, 
and other Members of that Univerſity, could not take that Covenant, 


and another Negative Oath, But that, no way concerneth the pre- 
ſent Caſe ; for their Reaſons tend only ro their own juſtification for 
, heir 720t raking of the Covenant dnd Oath then tendred to them, nor, 
to fail upon orhers who had alceady taken it. Therefore there 1s no 
[need roadd any Anſwers thereunto, although he thar cauſed ic ro be 

reprinted; pretendeth £o.dO it, for the ſatiefattion of others ; which can- | 


AnJ 
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And now, good Mr, DoQory think more ſeriouſly in cold blood, of 
your high preſumption , in caſting ſo mach dirt upon that Covenant 
which his preſent gracious Majeſty hath ſo highly honoured ; of 
which, perhaps, you may one day be required to render an accounts if 
men have any zeal for his Majetties honour. I forbear Particulars, in 
this: but you may do well to lay to heart particularly, what becomes 
you herein, 

Nor hath this Kingdom onely entered intoa Solemn League and 
Covenant themſelves : bur, they have approved,evenin Parliament, 
what others have done in like caſes abroad. When the Kingdom of 
Scotland (even wr hour their King ) entred into a Solemn Leage and 
Covenant among themſelves , ( before their joyning wich England in 
this) and were threatned to be challiſed, for that, and other things,by 
a puiflant Army ; yet afterwards, upon a through debate thereof in 
the Parliament of England, it was declared by King and Parliament, 
That ozr Brethren of Scothnd bad done nothing but what became-Loyal 
| and obedient Subjeds; and were thereupon, by AC of Parliament, pubs 

lickly rightedin all the Churches of ibis Kingdom, where they bad heen de= 
famed. 

Yeaz the ſame Exbortation (out of which the precedent Paragraph See the 
is extracted) tellerh us, Thar neither this DeGrine nor Practiſe hath £*29tati-, 
been, ( formerly ) deemed (editions , or urwarrantable by ihe (former) of OP” 

Princes that have ſate upon the (Engliſh) Throne, but juſtified and defen= Coyenanr, 
ded by'Qneen Elizabeth of bleſſed memory,with the expence of much Trea= ordered by 
ſure and Noble Blood, in the united Provinces of the Netherlands,combi= be Hoaſe 
ned, not onely without , but againſt the unjuſt violence of Philip { the ſe- J bo os 
cond) of Spain (brit and chiefly in matters of Religion) King J+mes od, es 
(of like bletled memory) fyllowed ber ſteps, ſo far as to approve their tni= 143, 

on , and ts enter into Learue with them as free Stares ; which was 1fter | 
continued by bis laft Majeſty , who both by bis Expedition for relief of Ro- 

chel iz France » and by bis ſtrid confederacy ( and Allyance ) with the 

the late Prince of Ocange, noiwithſtanding all the imporiznity of '$/23in 

to the contrary, aia ſet io bis ſeal, That all that had been done &; bis Royal 

Anceſtors , in maintenance of thoſe who had ſo engaged and combined 
themſelves, was juſt and warrantable. 

Thus, Mr. Doctor , I have given you ſome patterns of Covenin- 
ting Chrittians, beſide the Holy Leagwe in France, the rwo Houles of 
Parliament (whom you take pleature, every where to be{patter, as if 
thzy were Fools and RevelsJin England,and our Brethren in Scotland. 

I forbear ro mention Germazy, the Canton, the Albigenſes, andorbers, 
becauſe I have ſaid enough already to fthew the fowinels of your Pen, 
and the filſhood of him that hel4 1c, in ſaying, thece 1s no pattern of 
ſuch a Covenant in any ages of the Church, and that we never real 07 
beard of any GCovenmmnins Chrittizns un ihe Ligue Sauince in France ) 
eXxcevs 
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except thoſe who in Baptiſm were ſprinkled with the blood of Chrift, and ſo 


entred into that Covenant, &c. pag. 11. 


I have now taken my walk through your gaudy Field : bur have .. 
gathered fictle fruit. I therefore forbear further progreſs ;_ unleſs ro- 
take a view of Her whom you call Tour dear Mother the Church of Eng+ 
land, p1g.5, Ipray, who, and what is She ? Which. Qyeltioa I ask: 
not, as 1t 1 were of opinion that there 1s none ſuch : bur, ca know of 
you whom you take Her to be. I have read of onz Mother of i all x. 
I know no more Mothers , although 1 know. more Churches. I have 
read in the Articles of Religion, eltabliſhed in 13 Eliz.cap.t 2. y That 
the viſible Church of Chriſt 55 a Conpregation of faithful men, in the 
which the pure Word of God is preached , and the Sacraments be duly ad=- 
miniſtred, according to Chriſts Ordinaucein at ihoſe things that of neceſſity 
are requiſite to the ſame, 

Bur, you are not ſo rude an Underſtander,nor ſo uncritical a Speaker, 
By the Church of England , you plainly and charitably mean that part of 
mankind in this Polity or Nation: whi-b baving been called,Vaptiſed,and 
inſtructed, by lawful Miniſters in the Myſteries aud Duties of the Goſpel, 
maketh a jaynt and publick Profeſſion of the Chriſtian Faith, an4 Refor-- 
med Religtonginthe name, and as ihe ſenſe of ihe whole Nation,N-, Thus 
youz in your Tears, Sighs,&c. of the Church of Englandsp19.24. Thens: 
all man=%;ud in this Polity and Nation, making ſuch a Profeſfon, is your 
Dear Mother. Are not you then, Terre Filins, Sir ? St. Paat cells uss 
Hieru(alem which is aloe, is the Mothey of us all. But you tell us, 
Your Muber is (not Hier: ulem, ur) England ;which is below, and nor 
oe Much joy may you have of her.. I can own her as a Chyrch, 

ut not as a Mother, 1 have read of no M»hers tn the New Te- 
llament>in relation ro Churches, but onely Hierzſalem { not Exrthly, 
but Caxleſtialt:) and Babyl;z , the great Whore, tve Muther of” Harlotsz. 
If the Doctor have found our a third , much good may the do him. 
Now I ſez what makes bin fo excentrick and extravagant :- namely. 
hts ſucking too much of his Motbers M23, witen ſhe hid eaten too 
much poyionous meat of Arminianiſm, Soctniani/m, and Popery, 


And now » Sir » I (hall for this time. take my leave of you, with 
this cloſe : that whereas you (pag.25.) vants that, in two days yout fi- 
niſhed.thoſe Anſwers and $:luticns ; truly» Sit,.I think ſoroo; and do 
believe > that whoever ſhall carefully compare thoſe Anſwers and So- 
Intions with this Reply, (Which col more time) will be of the ſame ©- 
pinion : and, that the ſpirit of perverſneſs, pride , and time- ſerving 
alibiton, did Giftate them unto you. 


Poft-ſcripti . 


POSTSCRIPI 


Had almoſt forgotten your high Commendation of Dr. Uſhers 

Model of reformed mh , tnubis Reduction : which, for 
my part, I diſlike not, Only 1 cas take occaſion hence to tell you ;, or 
ra her others, that firce the reprizteng of that ReduQion of Epiſ- 
copacy to theferm of 4 Synodical Government (which little 
Piece was truly Dr Kſhers child) there hath aBaſtard appear d,which 
# called, The Biſhop of Armagh's Dire&ion concerning the 
Liturgy , and Epzſcopal Government, ſazd to be written ar the 
r<queit of the Houſe of Commons, zz the year 1642, Which 
4 4 meer figion, and alye, For ſo Dr. Bernard 1 his Book inti- 
tuled, The judgement of the Archbiſhop of Armagh, &'c. aſ- 
Jureth ws, pag. 160, That in An, 1640. There was a Book prin- 
ted, iytituled The Biſhop of Armaghs judgment to the Houſe 
of Parliament, concerning the Licurgy, and Epiſcopal Go- 
vernment, And in An, 164F. another Book imtituled Vox Hi- 
bernia, berg ſome pretended Notes of his at a Publique Faſt. Both 
theſe at his Petition, were ſuppreſſed by Order from the Houſe of 
Lords and Commons, Feb. 11. 1641, Azd now reutved, to 
thruſt out the other, which is his Legiutmate iſſue, 


FINALS. 


